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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

In the I mal (Jtticc Action mailed October l'J, 2000 (ttic '1'mal Ottice Action"): 

1 . Claims 15, 28 and 41 are rejected under 35 USC ] 12, 2 nd paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4, 8, 9, 18, 19, 21, 22, 31, 32, 34 and 35 are rejected under 35 USC 
103(a) as being unpatentable over US Pub. No. 2005/0021467 to Franzdonk in 
view of US Pub. No. 2005/0273862 to Benalohet al.; 

3. Claims 3, 20 and 33 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Franzdonk in view of Benaloh and US Pub. No. 2004/0030656 to Kambayashi et 
al.; 

4. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Franzdonk in 
view of Benaloh and US Pat. No. 6,898,708 issued to Hori et al. C Hori-1 "); 

5. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Franzdonk in 
view of Hori- 1; 

6. Claims 12, 25 and 38 are rejected under 35 USC 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Franzdonk in view of US Pub. No. 2001/0053222 to Wakao et al.; 

7. Claims 13, 26 and 39 are not mentioned in the Final Office Action, but in the 
previous Office Action were rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Franzdonk in view of US Pat. No. 6,901,385 issued to Okamoto et al. and 
further in view of US Pat. No. 6,792,280 issued to Hori et al. ("Hor£2"); 

8. Claims 16, 29 and 42 are rejected under 35 USC 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Franzdonk in view of Benaloh and US Pat. No. 6,865,555 issued to Novak ; 

9. Claims 45 and 45 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Franzdonk in view of Benaloh and US Pub. No. 2003/0046238 to Nonaka et al.; 

10. Claims 46 and 47 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Franzdonk in view of Benaloh, Nonaka and Kambayashi; 

] 1 . Claims 52 and 54 arc rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Franzdonk in view of Benaloh and Nonaka; and 

1 2. Claim 53 is rejected under 35 USC 303(a) as being unpatentable over Franzdonk 
in view of Benaloh, Nonaka and Kambayashi. 

1 3. Claims 17, 30 and 43 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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The speci fi cation ha.s been amended to correct a typographical error in the "Brief 

I )hm:i i^iI.ii in * il" I.I i« I)i:i,wiii^;". Mti iihw i it: ill mi Ii:i>; Iihmii :i.i!i1mi1. . 

1 . Ili>.jrc!tlnii € .'Intwtf* 1 2M n n«t umitcr lft-i< l 112, 2 n,) pnvngvnph: 

Claims 15, 28 and 41 have been amended to delete the objected to phrase "in a 

3. Rejection of Claims 1-5, 8-9, 12, 15, 18-22, 25, 28, 31-35, 38, 41, 44-47 and 52- 
55 under 35 USC 103(a): 

C~)\s* » i • ■ 17 w/l.^ I *l »jv .k A * .*1 l» • /i.i I »»..•• iU.|».ntK.iil ii|Ain st l«.jft.«..U.»l I /<■•.-%» . il/nrii, 1 *• ■ • w /l 

indicated in the Kinal ( Ittice Action as heing allowahle it rewritten in independent form 
\u\A uili ii£ all \tV iliWf liiiiiuLLi%yu.> urTliiy irlaiin auilaiijr milwi vwuiiig islam 

A* /» it % 1 1 1 I y . Chimin 1 k.lruiii fin Olrinii I 7^ liri.i litririi m lit >i n 1% t% 1 lii iiii<lii«Ki lln. 

limitations ot C'laimn !<■» and. 17, and with mjah anion din on t, in holiovod to bo patontablo 

under 35 USC lO.Ka) over Fran7;donk. Ttatmloh. Kamhavashi. TTori-1. Wakao. Okamoto. 

it » i i , i si i ^i i ii * i i r it}, t i * i* "i i 

another 

r:l:ilniK 7.-1. S, V. 1 ?. ;iim1 1 1 :ir« bttlltivtttl in [Kii^m:4t>l^ miller 1 I I.SO*, IO"><i«> iivtir 

lht> oiUwl T-ofiVPonoo.-t. ,-hti«m thov dnnovi<l from ("Jliiim I. n.n<l ii-*t .moh. iltm n.l.to holiovod to. bo 




12/6/2006 8:40 AM FROM: Fax: (510) 792-3322 TO: 1 571 2738300 PAGE: 013 OF 015 



The specification has been amended to correct a typographical error in the "Brief 
Description of the Drawings". No new matter has been added 

1. Rejection of Claims 15, 28 and 41 under 35 USC 112, 2 nd paragraph: 

Claims 15, 28 and 41 have been amended to delete the objected to phrase "in a 
predetermined manner", and with such deletions, the claims are believed to be now 
patentable with respect to 35 USC 1 12, 2 nd paragraph. 

3. Rejection of Claims 1.5, 8-9, 12, 15, 18-22, 25, 28, 31-35, 38, 41, 44-47 and 52- 
55 under 35 USC 103(a): 

Claim 17 was objected to aa being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but was 

indicated in the Final Office Action as being allowable if rewritten in independent form 
including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Accordingly, Claim 1 (base claim for Claim 17) has been amended to include the 
limitations of Claims 16 and 17, and with such amendment, is believed to be patentable 
under 35 USC 103(a) over Franzdonk, Benaloh, Kambayashi, Hori-1, Wakao, Okamoto, 
Hori-2, Novak, and Nonaka (the "cited references"), alone or in combination with one 
another. 

Claims 2-5, 8, 9, 12 and 15 are also believed to be patentable under 35 USC 103(a) over 
the cited references, since they depend from Claim I , and as such, are also believed to be 
patentable for at the least the same reasons as stated in reference to Claim 1 . 
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Similarly, Claim 30 was objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
was indicated in the Final Office Ac tion as being allowable if rewritten in independent 
form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Accordingly. Claim I R (ha.se claim for Claim 30) lias been amended to include the 
limitations of Claims 29 and 30, and with such amendment, is believed to be patentable 
under 35 T JSC 103(a) over the cited references, alone or in combination with one another. 

Claims 19-22, 25 and 28 are also believed to be patentable under 35 USC 103(a) over the 
cited references, since they depend from Claim 18, and as such, are also believed to be 
patentable for at the least the same reasons as stated in reference to Claim 18. 

Also, Claim 43 was objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but was 
indicated in the Final Office Action as being allowable if rewritten in independent form 
including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Accordingly, Claim 31 (base claim for Claim 43) has been amended to include the 
limitations of Claims 42 and 43, and with such amendment, is believed to be patentable 
undor 35 USC 103(a) over tho cited roforoncoa, alone or in combination with one another. 

Claims 32-35 7 38, 41 and 44-47 are also believed to be patentable under 35 USC 103(a) 
over the cited references, since they depend from Claim 31 , and as such, are also believed 
to be patentable for at the least the same reasons as stated in reference to Claim 31. 

BEST AVAILABLE CCPV 
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DEC 0 6 2006 

Claim 52 has been amended to include the distinguishing limitations of objected to 
Claims 17, 30 and 43, and with such amendment, is also believed to be patentable under 
35 USC 103(a) over the cited references, alone or in combination with one another. 

Claims 53-55 are also believed to be patentable under 35 USC 103(a) over the cited 
references, since they depend from Claim 52, and as such, are also believed to be 
patentable for at the least the same reasons as staled in reference lo Claim 52 

Claims 1-5, 8-9, 12, 15, 18-22, 25, 28, 31-35, 38, 41, 44-47 and 52-55 remain pending in 
the application. Claims 6-7, 10-11, 13-14, 16-17, 23-24, 26-27, 29-30, 36-37, 39-40, 42- 
43 and 48-51 have been cancelled- Reconsideration of the rejections of the claims is 
requested for the reasons stated herein, and an early notice of their allowability earnestly 
solicited. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Date: December 6, 2006 

Victor H. Okumoto 

Reg. No. 35,973 

Office Phone: (510) 792-1 1 12 
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